Many nations and regions have adopted legal instruments covering such rights. Biological and Genetic Resources, 24 February 2000 (draft) .
(1) The meaning of traditional knowledge and its scope.
(2) The identification of beneficiaries.
(3) The scope of protection: elements of confidentiality and moral rights, protecting against misappropriation and misuse.
(4) Sanctions and remedies emulating those used in intellectual property law. (5) The need for disclosure in existing patent and plant variety rights regimes.
(6) The establishment of a competent authority to manage the data, rights conferred, enforcement, dispute resolution and national treatment.
(7) The creation of databases.
(8) Accommodating trans-boundary co-operations where knowledge and biodiversity extend across national borders.
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The IGC is exploring a sui generis (stand alone) model for the protection of traditional knowledge, recognising that protecting such knowledge does not fit into the existing intellectual property paradigm due to the need for protection in perpetuity in accordance with cultural norms, the difficulty of identifying the 'author' or 'creator' of the knowledge, and the failure of conventional intellectual property to recognise communal rights over that knowledge. Consequently, the IGC embarked on a process of developing a protection model that will accommodate the peculiarities of Indigenous knowledge. The NSW White Paper 26 took a similar approach and developed such a sui generis model law.
The arguments for and against a sui generis law were acknowledged. Officer and the Namoi Aboriginal Advisory Committee (NAAC). It was carried out in three stages, commencing with development of a comparative framework, followed by drafting of the sui generis regime, and Aboriginal community consultation to refine the regime. The first stage involved a doctrinal comparative study, analysing legislative and policy regimes operating around the world. Key criteria in each regime were identified and then compared to international obligations. This comparative analysis provided the framework on which a model could be developed to ensure the recognition and protection of IEK.
In stage two, a working party was formed to assist in developing a sui generis regime, comprising Indigenous and non-Indigenous members from the UTS Indigenous Knowledge 
